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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-14 are pending in this application. By this amendment, Applicant 
amends claims 1 , 4 and 6. 

Claims 1-8 and 12-14 were rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lewis (U.S. Patent No. 5,748,051) in view of Razavi (RF 
Microelectronics, 1998). Claims 1-14 were rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Van Amesfoort (U.S. Patent No. 5,712,596) in view of Razavi. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections of claims 1-14. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite: 

"An oscillator having a resonance circuit connected to an amplifying 

circuit, 

wherein said amplifying circuit comprises an element having a 
frequency characteristic, thereby decreasing power amplification of 
said amplifying circuit by at least 3dB in a frequency band lower than 
about 0.5 times an oscillating frequency fo and in a frequency band 
higher than about 2for as compared to the power amplification of sard 
amplifying circuit at ttie oscillating frequency fo." (emphasis added) 

Claim 4 and 6 recite features that are similar to the features recited in claim 1, 
including the emphasized features. 

The Examiner has admitted that NONE of the prior art of record teaches or 
suggests asymmetrical bandpass transfer functions. However, the Examiner alleged 
that "the claims as recited do not describe an asymmetry with regards [to] the 3dB point 
being at twice the fundamental." Applicant has amended claims 1 . 4 and 6 to recite 
"said amplifying circuit comprises an element having a frequency characteristic, thereby 
decreasing power amplification of said amplifying circuit by at least 3dB in a frequency 
band lower than about 0.5 times an oscillating frequency fo and in a frequency 
band higher than about 2fo. as compared to the power amplification of said amplifying 
circuit at the oscillating frequency fo" which cleariy and specifically recites an asymmetry 
with regards to the 3dB point. Accordingly, as acknowledged by the Examiner, 
Applicant respectfully submits that none of the prior art of record teaches or suggests 
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the unique combination and arrangement of elements recited in claims 1,4 and 6 of the 
present application. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully submits 
that claims 1 , 4 and 6 are allowable. Claims 2, 3. 5 and 7-14 depend upon claims 1, 4 
and 6, and are therefore allowable for at least the reasons that claims 1 , 4 and 6 are 
allowable. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully submits 
that this application is In condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt 
allowance are solicited. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any shortage in fees due in 
connection with the filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, to Deposit 
Account No. 50-1353. 
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